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I am writing to express my strong opposition to the U.S. EPA's proposed "Malibu Creek 
and Lagoon TMDL for Sedimentation and Nutrients to Address Benthic Community 
Impairments". 

On May 1, 2013, I attended a public workshop for the TMDL at the Agoura Hills City Hal 
along with approximately 160 other concerned residents; there was standing room only 
in the City Council Chambers. My comments echo those of the broader community. 
Many of those present spoke out against the proposed regulation at the meeting. You 
should know that thi s regulation is not supported by the community. who wi ll bear the 
costs for its implementation. 

The following are among the many concerns brought up at the meeting and left 
unanswered by EPA staff: (1) there is inadequate evidence that the new regulation will 
reduce algae cover in Malibu Creek; (2} the natural characteristics of the Malibu Creek 
watershed have largely been dismissed; (3) the TMDL is being rushed to meet an 
arbitrary deadline at the expense of scientific rigor and stakeholder input; ( 4) an existing 
2003 Nutrient TMDL has not been fully implemented; and (5) the cost of compliance is 
estimated to be $307 million in capital costs and $23.5 million annually for operations 
and maintenance. 

I ask that the U.S .. EPA consider these concerns and take the necessary steps to 
answer these issues in full , before proceeding with any new regulations. 

Sincerely, 
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Burden costly 
and unnecessary, 
critics say 

By Sylvie Belmond 
belrnond@ltheacorn.c.om 

About 50 re idents and com
munity leaders pa ked.t.heAgoura 
Hill ity oil clmniber fast 
week and pp-o. ed a. plan by 
the U.S. E::n ironmental Protec
tion Ag ucy that aims to reduce 
pollution in the Malibu Creek 
watersh d. 

The EPA i considerin,g more 
stringent water quality standard 
for the- \\>atersh d., a mov that 
could triple the ew r bill for 
1 00,000 ratepayer in local com
munities. 

''As with any tate or federal 
program, the con equence are 
borne by the local.agenci " said 
Oak Park r~sict~nt Manju Venkat 
an environmental biologL t for 
South m California Edi on and a 
tonner-water quality p ial i t for 
the tate ofCatifornia. -

Million of doUar already 
have been nt to v-ard th.e.- pur
suit. of clean tr am and beacbe , 
Venkat aid. 

"Where i the funding? Wh 
i going to giveth mone t the 
local agencies to take thi on?" h 
asked. 

The new tandard are et to 
go into effect May 24. The Los 
Angele Regional Water Quality 
ControJ Board wi ll be. in .charge 
of phasing in the new clean water 
m~ ures. 

lf the regttlatiohs. are applied 
a propo ed, th y could put rat -
payer in the Las Virg nes and 
Triunfo water di tricts on the hook 
for an estimated $307 million in 
new treatment fucilitie and$23.5 
mi llion a year for operation and 
maintenance co ts. 
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